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APPENDIX A
HYDROLOGY AND HYDRAULICS:
REPORT TO THE
INTERNATIONAL JOINT COMMISSION
BYTHE
INTERNATIONAL GREAT LAKES LEVELS BOARD
4; (UNDER THE REFERENCE OF OCTOBER 7, 1964)
DECEMBER 7, 1973
 SYNOPSIS
This appendix presents the results of the hydrology and
hydraulics studies undertaken by the International Great Lakes Levels
Board, which was established by the International Joint Commission on
December 2, 1964.
The purpose of the studies was to determine the relationship
between the levels of the Great Lakes and the hydrology and hydraulics
of the system.
The results of the hydrologic and hydraulic analysis, as
presented in this appendix, indicate how the levels of the Great Lakes
are controlled by the climate of the basin and the hydraulic character-
istics of the connecting and outlet channels.
With present techniques ofmeteorologic and hence hydrologic
forecasting, it is shown that the ability to accurately predict long
range water supplies to the lakes is limited. However, improved
procedures for the collection of hydrologic and meteorologic data which
define water supplies to the Great Lakes would contribute significantly
to improved regulation decisions.
The results of the entire study, as well as findings and
conclusions, are provided in the International Great Lakes Levels
Board's Report, Regulation of Great Lakes Water Levels.
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Section 1
INTRODUCTION
1.1 General
By
the
terms
of
the
Reference
of
October
7,
1964,
the
Governments
of
Canada
and
the
United
States
requested
the
International
Joint
Commission
"...to
determine
whether
measures
within
the
Great
Lakes
Basin
can
be
taken
in
the
public
interest
to
regulate
further
the
levels
of
the
Great
Lakes
or
any
ofthem
and
their
connecting
waters
so
as
to
reduce
the
extremes
of stage
which have
been
experienced
and...for the
purpose
of
bringing
about
a more
beneficial
range
of
stage
for
and
improvement
in:
(a)
domestic
water
supply
and
sanitation;
(b)
navigation;
(c)
water
for
power
and
industry;
(d)
flood
control;
(e)
agriculture;
(f)
fish
and
wildlife;
(g)
recreation;
and
(h)
other
beneficial
public
purposes”.
The
International
Great
Lakes
Levels
Board
was
established
by
the
International
Joint
Commission
on
December
2,
1964
to
initiate
and
direct
the
studies
required to answer the Reference.
This
Appendix
forms
part
of
the
final
report
of
the
International
Great
Lakes
Levels
Board
to
the
International
Joint
Commission,
dated
7 December
1973.
It
deals
with
the
hydraulics
and
hydrology
of
the
Great
Lakes
Basin
and
provides
a
detailed
description
of
the
system
and
reviews
the
various
factors
which
govern
its
water
supply
and
affect
the
response
of the system to this supply.
1.2 Organization
The
International
Great
Lakes
Levels
Board
set
up
a
Working
Committee
on
January
6,
1965
to
assemble
the
data,
organize
field
activities
and
conduct
studies
necessary
to
answer
the
Reference.
The
Working
Committee
established
subcommittees
for
each
of
the
major
phases
of
the
study.
The
Regulation
Subcommittee
was
established
by
the
Working
Committee
to
carry
out
the regulation
and
related
studies.
An
integral
part
of
these
studies
was
a
review
of
the
climatology
and
the
hydrology
of
the
basins
of
the
Great
Lakes
and
the
related
hydraulic
characteristics
of
their
connect—
ing
channels
to
document
lake
level
response
to
these
factors.
A
list
of
those
people
who
have
contributed
to
the
work
of
the
Sub—
committee
is
provided
in
Annex
"A".
1.3
Procedure
of
Regulation
Study
The
regulation
studies
were
done
in
two
parts.
These
were
a
review
of
the
factors
affecting
water
level
response
from
which
forecasting
techniques
could
be
developed
and
the
development
of
regulation
plans.
The
latter
is
reported
in
Appendix
'B'.
This
appendix
reports
on
water
levels response and forecasting.
A—l
 
 1.4 Prior Studies
Th
er
e
ha
ve
be
en
nu
me
ro
us
st
ud
ie
s
of
th
e
hy
dr
ol
og
y
of
th
e
Gr
ea
t
La
ke
s
an
d
th
ei
r
su
b—
ba
si
ns
.
Al
l
of
th
e
ap
pr
ox
im
at
el
y
30
st
ud
ie
s
of
re
gu
la
ti
on
of
th
e
la
ke
s
du
ri
ng
th
e
pa
st
60
ye
ar
s
ha
ve
de
al
t
in
so
me
de
gr
ee
wi
th
th
e
hy
dr
ol
og
y
an
d
hy
dr
au
li
cs
of
th
e
Gr
ea
t
La
ke
s,
si
nc
e
a k
no
wl
ed
ge
of
th
e
wa
te
r
su
pp
li
es
an
d
the
mo
ve
me
nt
of
wa
te
r
in
th
e
sy
st
em
is
ne
ce
ss
ar
y
fo
r
su
ch
st
ud
ie
s.
Th
e
re
su
lt
s
of
th
es
e
st
ud
ie
s
ha
ve
be
en
us
ed
as
ap
pr
op
ri
at
e
in
th
e
current study.
Section 2
PH
YS
IO
GR
AP
HY
OF
TH
E
GR
EA
T
LA
KE
S
DR
AI
NA
GE
BA
SI
N
2.1
Ge
ne
ra
l
De
sc
ri
pt
io
n
of
th
e
Gr
ea
t
La
ke
s
Sy
st
em
Th
e
Gr
ea
t
La
ke
s
ba
si
n
sh
ow
n
on
Fi
gu
re
A—
l
co
ns
ti
tu
te
s
th
e
ma
jo
r
pa
rt
of
th
e
St.
La
wr
en
ce
Ri
ve
r
dr
ai
na
ge
ba
si
n,
ex
te
nd
s
fr
om
th
e
we
st
er
ly
en
d
of
La
ke
Su
pe
ri
or
to
th
e
Gu
lf
of
St.
La
wr
en
ce
on
th
e
At
la
nt
ic
Oc
ea
n,
a
dis
tan
ce
of
mor
e
tha
n
2,0
00
mil
es.
The
fiv
e
Gre
at
Lak
es.
..S
upe
rio
r,
Mi
ch
ig
an
,
Hu
ro
n,
Er
ie
an
d
0n
ta
ri
o.
..
wi
th
th
ei
r
co
nn
ec
ti
ng
ri
ve
rs
an
d
La
ke
St.
Cl
ai
r,
ha
ve
a w
at
er
su
rf
ac
e
ar
ea
of
ab
ou
t
95
,0
00
sq
ua
re
mi
le
s.
Th
e
la
ke
s
lie
pa
rt
ly
in
ea
ch
of
th
e
tw
o
co
un
tr
ie
s
ex
ce
pt
fo
r
La
ke
Mi
ch
ig
an
wh
ic
h
lie
s
wh
ol
ly
wi
th
int
he
Un
it
ed
St
at
es
.
Th
e
to
ta
l
ar
ea
of
th
e
Gr
ea
t
Lak
es
bas
in,
bot
h
lan
d
and
wat
er,
abo
ve
the
eas
ter
ly
end
of
Lak
e
Ont
ari
o
is
ap
pr
ox
im
at
el
y
29
6,
00
0
sq
ua
re
mi
le
s
of
wh
ic
h
17
4,
00
0
sq
ua
re
mi
le
s
ar
e
in
the
Uni
ted
Sta
tes
and
122
,00
0
squ
are
mil
es
are
in
Can
ada
.
In
th
e
sy
st
em
,
th
e
ou
tf
lo
ws
fr
om
La
ke
Su
pe
ri
or
di
sc
ha
rg
e
in
to
La
ke
s
Mic
hig
an—
Hur
on
whi
ch
are
tre
ate
d
as
one
lak
e
in
the
se
stu
die
s;
tho
se
of
La
ke
s
Mi
ch
ig
an
-H
ur
on
fl
ow
in
to
La
ke
Er
ie
;
th
os
e
fr
om
La
ke
Er
ie
in
to
La
ke
Ont
ari
o;
and
tho
se
fro
m L
ake
Ont
ari
o t
hro
ugh
the
St.
Law
ren
ce
Riv
er
to
th
e
At
la
nt
ic
Oc
ea
n.
Re
gu
la
ti
on
of
th
e
ou
tf
lo
ws
of
an
y
of
th
e
la
ke
s
of
th
e
sy
st
em
af
fe
ct
s
th
e
ti
mi
ng
of
fl
ow
in
to
th
e
la
ke
do
wn
st
re
am
,
wh
ic
h
in
tu
rn
mod
ifi
es
the
wat
er
sup
pli
es
to
the
lak
es
sit
uat
ed
fur
the
r
dow
nst
rea
m.
Sim
ila
rly
reg
ula
tio
n o
f L
ake
Ont
ari
o a
ffe
cts
the
wat
er
lev
els
dow
nst
rea
m
in
the
St.
Law
ren
ce
Riv
er.
A p
rof
ile
of
the
sys
tem
is
sho
wn
on
Fig
ure
A—2.
All
phy
sic
al
dim
ens
ion
s o
f t
he
sys
tem
sho
wn
her
ein
hav
e b
een
agr
eed
upo
n b
y t
he
Uni
ted
Sta
tes
and
Can
ada
thr
oug
h t
he
Coo
rdi
nat
ing
Com
mit
tee
on
Great Lakes Basic Hydraulic and Hydrologic Data.
2.2 Basin Dimensions
The
bas
in,
the
lak
es
and
the
con
nec
tin
g r
ive
rs
are
sho
wn
on
Fig
ure
A—l
.
Rou
ghl
y o
blo
ng
in
a n
ort
hwe
st—
sou
the
ast
dir
ect
ion
, t
he
bas
in
ext
end
s f
rom
40°
30'
to
500
50'
nor
th
lat
itu
de
and
bet
wee
n 7
5°
to
95°
10'
wes
t l
ong
itu
de.
The
dim
ens
ion
s o
f t
he
bas
in
are
app
rox
ima
tel
y
700
mil
es
in
the
nor
th—
sou
th
dir
ect
ion
and
900
mil
es
in
the
eas
t-w
est
dir
ect
ion
.
2.2.1 Drainage Basin Areas
The
Can
adi
an
and
U.S
.
lan
d a
nd
wat
er
are
as
of
the
ind
iVi
dua
l l
ake
bas
ins
of
the
Gre
at
Lak
es
are
sho
wn
in
the
fol
low
ing
tab
ula
tio
n.
The
tab
ula
ted
dat
a s
how
tha
t
the
rat
io
of
lan
d a
rea
to
lak
e
are
a r
ang
es
fro
m
abo
ut
1.6
to
3.4
,
wit
h
the
ove
ral
l
rat
io
for
the
bas
in
of
2.1
.
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DISTANCES IN MILES
ELEVATIONS OF THE LAKE SURFACES ARE AVERAGES EXPRESSED ON
INTERNATIONAL GREAT LAKES DATUM (1955) AND ARE GIVEN TO
THE
NEAREST TENTH
(1/10) FOOT.
HORIZONTAL AND
VERTICAL
SCALES HAVE BEEN DISTORTED TO CONVEY VISUAL IMPRESSION.
Figure A-2
PROFILE OF THE GREAT LAKES SYSTEM
  
  
TABLE A—l
GREAT LAKES BASIN AREAS IN SQUARE MILES
 
IN CANADA IN UNITED STATES
RATIO OF
LAND
LAND WATER LAND WATER TOTAL AREA WATER
Lake Sugerior 32,400 11,100 16,900 20,600 81,000 1.6
Lake Michigan 0 0 45,600 22,300 67,900 2.0
Lake Huron 35,600 13,900 16,200 9,100 74,800 2.3
Lake Erie* 9,100 4,900 21,000 5,000 40,000 3.0
Lake Ontario** 11,700 4,000 14,500 3,600 33,800 3.4
TOTALS 88,800 33,900 114,200 60,600 297,500 2.1
Note: The Coordinating Committee data have been rounded to the nearest
one hundred square miles.
*
Land areas include 6,100 square miles of land and 400 square miles of
water on Lake St. Clair basin.
**
Includes water surface area and tributary land area downstream to the
St. Lawrence Power Project at Cornwall.
2.2.2 Lake Volumes
The vast water storage area of the Great Lakes is unique among fresh
water systems. Due to their sizes, as shown in Table A-2, relatively
small changes in levels (see Table A—l3) of the lake account for enormous
quantities ofwater. The total storage in one foot of water on all the
lakes would equal the mean flow of the St. Lawrence River for about four
months.
TABLE A—2
VOLUMES OF THE GREAT LAKES AT LOW WATER DATUM*
 
VOLUME STORAGE Per Foot
Acre-Feet Percent of Level Change
LAKE Cubic Miles x 109 of Total CFS—Months
Superior
2,935
10.0
54
337,000
Michigan—Huron
2,029
6.9
37
481,000
Erie
116
0.4
2
105,000
Ontario
393
1.3
7
80,000
TOTAL
5,473
18.6
100
1,003,000
1':
Low water datum is an arbitrary elevation on each lake to which chart
and navigation depths are referred.
A-6
 2.2.3 Maximum and Average Depths
The maximum known depths are shown on Figure A—2.
levels, the average depths of the Great Lakes are:
At average lake
Lake Superior, 489
feet; Lake Michigan, 279 feet; Lake Huron, 195 feet; Lake Erie, 62 feet;
and Lake Ontario, 283 feet.
2.2.4 Shoreline Length
The shoreline lengths by lake, connecting channel and for each coun-
try are shown in Table A-3.
  
TABLE A—3
LENGTH OF SHORELINE OF GREAT LAKES
(Miles)
IN CANADA IN UNITED STATES
SHORELINE MAINLAND ISLANDS MAINLAND ISLANDS TOTALS
Lake Superior 870 620 860 380 2,730
St. Marys River 70 60 30 90 250
Lake Michigan 0 0 1,400 240 1,640
Lake Huron 1,270 1,720 580 260 3,830
St. Clair River 30 10 30 0 70
Lake St. Clair 70 40 6O 80 250
Detroit River 30 30 30 40 130
Lake Erie 370 30 430 40 870
Niagara River 30 0 40 30 100
Lake Ontario 330 50 300 30 710
St. Lawrence Power
Project at Cornwall 150 190 150 160 650
TOTALS 3,220 2,750 3,910 1,350 11,230
2.3 Outlet Rivers
Lake Superior, the most northerly of the Great Lakes, discharges
through the St. Marys River at its eastern end into Lake Huron. The
natural outlet of Lake Michigan is the broad and deep Straits of Mackinac.
It has been estimated that the average contribution of Lake Michigan to
Lake Huron is approximately 50,000 cubic feet per second. The outlet of
Lake Huron is the St. Clair River at the extreme southern tip of the lake.
The St. Clair River dischargessouthward into Lake St. Clair. The outlet
of Lake St. Clair is the Detroit River, which flows southward into Lake
Erie. The natural outlet of Lake Erie is the Niagara River, which dis—
charges from the eastern end of the lake into Lake Ontario. The outlet
of Lake Ontario is the St. Lawrence River, which flows in a northeast
direction from the eastern end of the lake to the Gulf of St. Lawrence
and the Atlantic Ocean.
A-7
  
  
2.3.1 The St. Marys River
The St. Marys River forms the outlet ofLake Superior (see Figure A-3).
From Whitefish Bay on Lake Superior the river flows in a general southeast
direction a distance of approximately 70 miles to Lake Huron, and falls
about 22 feet. Most of the fall occurs in the mile—long St. Marys Rapids
reach at the cities of Sault Ste. Marie, Michigan, and Ontario. The flow
in the river has been completely Controlled since 1921 by means of a gated
dam located at Sault Ste. Marie. The principal objective of this control
is to compensate for the effect on Lake Superior levels of diverting water
arouni the St. Marys River Rapids for power. Detailed descriptions of the
regulation rule for Lake Superior and of these works are provided in
Appendix '8' Lake Regulation and Appendix '6' Regulatory Works respectively.
The discharge of the St. Marys River during the 68-year period, 1900-1967,
has averaged 74,000 cfs. Figure A—3 shows the configuration of the
St. Marys River as the connecting channel between Lake Superior and Lakes
Michigan—Huron.
2.3.2 The St. Clair—Detroit Rivers
The St. Clair River is the outlet of Lake Huron and flows in a
southerly direction to Lake St. Clair, a distance of approximately 39
miles (see Figure A—4), with a fall of approximately 5 feet.
The upper
portion of the river is a single, relatively straight channel from its
head to Algonac where it branches into a number of channels before
entering Lake St. Clair.
The area through which the numerous branches
flow is known as the St. Clair Flats.
The discharge of the St. Clair
River during the 1900—1967 period averaged 178,000 cfs.
Lake St. Clair is a shallow oval shaped basin with an average depth
of 10 feet and a maximum depth of 21 feet except for the man—made naviga-
tion channel which has been dredged to a depth of 27 feet.
The lake,
only 26 miles long by 24 miles wide,
is considered a part of the connect-
ing channels between Lakes Michigan—Huron and Erie, and contains about
one cubic mile of water (3 million acre—feet).
The Detroit River flows a distance of about 32 miles from Lake St.
Clair in a southwesterly direction to Lake Erie, with a fall of about 3
feet.
The
upper portion
of
the
river is
a deep,
unobstructed
channel
except for Peach Island and Belle Isle at its head.
The lower portion of
the river
is
broad and is characterized by many islands and shallow
expanses.
The discharge of the Detroit River during the 68-year period
(1900-1967)
averaged
about
181,000
cfs.
Figure
A—4
is
a map
of the
St.
Clair
River,
Lake
St.
Clair
and the
Detroit
River.
2.3.3 The Niagara River
The
Niagara
River
forms
the
natural
outlet
from
Lake Erie
(see
Figure
A-S).
It
flows
out
of Lake
Erie
in a northwesterly
direction to
Lake
Ontario,
a distance
of
approximately
36 miles
with
a
fall
of about
326
feet.
The river
falls
about
5 feet
in the
first
4 miles
below
Lake
Erie
and
about
4.5
feet
in
the
next
19
miles
as
it
widens
and
divides
into
two
channels
around
Grand
Island.
Below
Grand
Island
it
becomes
one
channel
and in the
next
mile
falls
55
feet
in the
cascades
and rapids
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Mis
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w
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ls;
in
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nex
t
3 m
ile
s,
the
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er
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ut
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t
thr
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h
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Whi
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The
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s a
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ile
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Whi
rlp
ool
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ids
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e O
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The
dis
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of
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Nia
gar
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er
at
Buf
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has
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ed
abo
ut
194
,00
0
cub
ic
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per
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over the period of record (1900—1967).
2.3.4 The St. Lawrence River
The
St.
Law
ren
ce
Riv
er
is
the
out
let
fro
m L
ake
Ont
ari
o a
nd
flo
ws
in
a n
ort
hea
ste
rly
dir
ect
ion
to
the
Gul
f o
f S
t.
Law
ren
ce,
a d
ist
anc
e o
f
app
rox
ima
tel
y 5
30
mil
es
wit
h a
fal
l o
f a
bou
t 2
45
fee
t (
see
Fig
ure
A—6
).
The
majo
r po
rtio
n of
this
fall
, so
me 2
27 f
eet,
occu
rs b
etwe
en L
ake
Onta
rio
and
Mont
real
Harb
our,
183
mile
s f
rom
the
lake
.
Loca
ted
in t
his
reac
h of
the
rive
r is
Iroq
uois
Dam
near
Iroq
uois
, O
ntar
io;
the
Long
Saul
t Da
m
betw
een
Barn
hart
Isla
nd a
nd t
he U
nite
d St
ates
shor
e ne
ar M
asse
na,
New
York
; a
nd t
wo p
ower
hous
es,
one
on e
ithe
r si
de o
f th
e in
tern
atio
nal
boun
—
dary
betw
een
Barn
hart
Isla
nd a
nd t
he C
anad
ian
shor
e ne
ar C
ornw
all,
Onta
rio.
These structures, built as part of the St. Lawrence Seaway and Power
Project, control the outflows of Lake Ontario, which have been regulated
since 1960 in accordance with criteria set forth by the International
Joint Commission. Details of the regulation plan for Lake Ontario and a
description of the regulatory works are provided in Appendices 'B', Lake
Regu
lati
on a
nd
'G',
Regu
lato
ry W
orks
, r
espe
ctiv
ely.
A fe
w mi
les
belo
w th
e
Barnhart Island power plants, the river widens into Lake St. Francis,
which with the exception of a small area at the upstream end bounded by
about 3 miles of United States shoreline, lies wholly within Canada. The
levels of that lake have been fully controlled by a power plant at
Beauharnois, Quebec, and the Coteau dams at the lower end of the lake
since 1943. From Lake St. Francis, the river enters Lake St. Louis by
the natural river channel and the Beauharnois Canal. Lake St. Louis also
receives part of the flow of the Ottawa River. From the outlet ofLake
St. Louis to Montreal Harbour, a distance of about 13 miles, the fall in
the river is about 47 feet, 33 feet of which occur in the Lachine Rapids.
During the period 1900-1967, the flow of the St. Lawrence River at
Cornwall—Massena has averaged about 232,000 cubic feet per second, and at
Montreal, about 270,000 cubic feet per second.
2.3.5 Variation in River Flows
The variation in flows of the outlet rivers recorded during the
1900-1967 period is shown by the recorded maximum and minimum monthly
flows given in Table A-4.
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TABLE A-4
RECORDED MONTHLY MEAN RIVER FLOWS
(Cubic Feet Per Second 1900—1967)
 
OUTLET RIVER
MAXIMUM
MINIMUM
AVERAGE
St. Marys
127,000
41,000
74,000
St. Clair
228,000
106,000
178,000
Detroit
232,000
112,000
181,000
Niagara
251,000
116,000
194,000
St. Lawrence
(Co
rnw
all
—Ma
sse
na)
305
,00
0
154
,00
0
232
,00
0
2.4 Topography and Soils
The Great Lakes basin is divided into two general areas, the surface
features of the land in each area having distinct characteristics.
The
area north and west of Lake Superior and north of Lake Huron is part of
the physiographic province called the Precambrian or Laurentian Shield.
The
remainder of the
Great
Lakes
basin
is part
of the
Central
Lowlands.
Lake Superior,
lying
almost wholly
within
the
Precambrian Shield,
is
surrounded by highlands,
the highest hills having summit elevations of
about
2,500
feet
above
sea
level.
Outward
from the
lake
in all
directions
except to the southeast an escarpment is encountered which overlooks the
lake.
In many places
this
escarpment
rises
above
the
shore
400
to
800
feet
and
extends
into
the water
to depths
of
500
to 900
feet.
Little
of
the
area around
Lake
Superior is
cultivated,
much
of
it is
covered
with
coniferous
forests and numerous
lakes and swamps.
On the Precambrian
Shield
the
soil
mantle
is
generally
less
than
one
foot
deep
except
for
some
areas
in old
glacial
drainage
ways
and lake
beds.
In
these
areas
the
soils have
only a small
moisture
storage.
As
a result
excessive
rainfall
results
in
almost
immediate
runoff.
In the lowland portions
of the Great Lakes basin, the relief varies
from gently
rolling
to relatively
flat.
The area
is
covered by
glacial
deposits
which,
in many
localities,
consist
of heterogeneous
mixtures
of clay,
silt,
sand,
gravel
and boulders.
A
large percentage
of the
area
has been
deforested
and cultivated.
In
the
Central
Lowlands
the
combina—
tion
of low
relief
and deeper soils
require
greater precipitation
excess
before
large
runoffs
can
be
produced.
The Great Lakes
display examples of almost every type of shoreline
feature.
Waves
have
undercut
steep
cliffs,
worn
terraces
in the
rock
and
glacial
drift,
and built
terraces
of
loose water-washed
materials
in
beaches.
Currents
have
deposited
and redeposited sands
in the
shape
of
sand
bars,
spits,
hooks
and
barrier
beaches.
Some
of
the
sand
trans—
ported by wave
action has
been
redeposited by winds
in
large
sand dunes,
especially on the
southern
and eastern
shores
of Lake
Michigan.
These
sand
hills
rise
from
40
to
50
feet
above
the
level
of
the
lake
and
a
few
reach
100
feet
in
height.
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 2.5 Major Tributary Streams
The drainage system of the Great Lakes area is relatively young, as
a consequence, few large tributaries have developed. The drainage of the
Lake Superior basin is typical of the rivers draining the Precambrian
Shield in that the slopes are variable with sluggish swampy areas, lakes,
falls and rapids as they descend from the upper watershed boundary to the
lake. Similar streams drain into Lakes Michigan—Huron along their
northern shores. The southern portion of the Great Lakes basin is charac-
terized by the rivers draining the materials left by the glaciers. These
rivers lave flat slopes where they drain old lake beds and have been dyked
to prevent frequent overflow of their banks, whereas the rivers draining
the steeper glaciated land forms have well defined courses. These types
of streams with flat slopes are typical of the southern Lakes Michigan-
Huron and Erie basin and the western Lake Ontario basin. The rivers of
the eastern portion of the Lake Ontario basin drain the Finger Lakes of
upstate New York and have well defined channels. Further east in the
Adirondacks and north to the Precambrian Shield, the drainage is similar
to that found in the Lake Superior and northern Lake Huron basins, having
variable slopes, swampy areas and many lakes.
The major rivers draining into Lake Superior are the St. Louis River,
the Kaministikwia River, the Nipigon River, the Pic River, the White
River, the Michipicoten River, the Montreal River, the Tahquamenon River
and the Ontonagon River. These rivers have the general characteristics
of those originating in the Precambrian Shield. Most of these rivers
are subject to some regulation at the hydroelectric stations utilizing
the concentrations of head at waterfalls and rapids.
The major tributaries of Lake Michigan are the Menominee River, the
Fox River, the Manistee River, the Muskegon River, the Grand River, the
Kalamazoo River and the St. Joseph River. The rivers north of the
Manistee River have similar characteristics to the rivers draining the
Precambrian Shield. To the south the river channels have better defined
courses with regular slopes and fewer lakes and swamps.
The main tributaries of Lake Huron are the Thunder Bay River, the
Au Sable River, the Saginaw River, the Mississagi River, the Spanish
River, the French River, the Magnetawan River, the Severn River, the
Nottawasaga River, the Saugeen River and the Maitland River.
The major tributaries into lake St. Clair are the Clinton River, the
Sydenham River and the Thames River.
Three main drainage systems contribute to Lake Erie. Two systems
drain the southwest portion of the Lake Erie land basin, the Maumee River
and the Sandusky River. On the north shore in Ontario, the Grand River
is the principal tributary.
The principal tributary from the north shore in Ontario to Lake
Ontario is the Trent River. The regions to the south of Lake Ontario are
drained by the Genesee, the Oswego and the Black rivers.
A-lS
  
In summary, the drainage systems of the rivers contributing to the
Great Lakes can be divided into two groups, those of the Precambrian
Shield with irregular slopes and many storages in lakes and swamps and
those of the southern glaciated areas which have steep slopes in their
upper reaches and gentle regular slopes toward the lake shores.
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 Section 3
THE CLIMATE OF THE GREAT LAKES BASIN
3.1 General
The features of the basins climate are: four distinct seasons; a
variety of precipitation types and sources but with almost no month to
month variation in the average precipitation amount; marked temperature
contrasts over only 700 miles of latitude; and the influence of the Great
Lakes in modifying continental air masses.
Weather observations in the Great Lakes basin date from 1830 at
Chicago, Illinois.
Continuous observations have been taken at Detroit
since 1837 and at Toronto since 1840. The number of weather observing
stations has increased steadily with the growth in population since that
time.
By
1969 almost 500 climatological stations were in existence
observing both air temperature and precipitation.
An additional 430
stations report precipitation amounts only.
For greater detail on the climate of the Great Lakes basin, the
reader is referred to "The Climate of the Great Lakes Basin" by D.W.
Phillips and J.A.W. McCulloch 8)
This publication presents the climat—
ological analyses undertaken by the Lakes and Marine Applications Unit of
the Atmospheric Environment Service of Canada for the International Great
Lakes Levels Board.
3.2 Climatic Controls
Although the Great Lakes basin is a geographic region, the climatic
controls such as the location, topography and weather systems, cause
significant variation in the climate from one location to another.
3.2.1 Latitude
The latitudinal position of the basin, midway between contrasting
arctic and tropical air masses and in the path of maritime air originating
over the Pacific and Atlantic Oceans, does much to shape the climate of
the region.
Position within the basin results in variation in length of
day and amount of solar radiation received.
These factors are important
in explaining temperature and daylight contrasts between winter and
summer shown in Table A—5.
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TABLE A-5
COMPARISON OF MEAN DAILY TEMPERATURES AND HOURS OF DAYLIGHT
FOR STATIONS AT THE LATITUDINAL EXTREMES OF THE GREAT LAKES BASIN
 
January April guly_ October
Armstrong (A), Ontario
50°17'N 88°54‘W
Mean Daily Temperature (OF) —2.8 31.3 62.0 37.5
Hours of Daylight 8.0 12.2 16.3 12.2
Berne, Indiana
40°40 'N 84°57' w
Mean Daily Temperature (0F) 28.7 49.9 74.7 54.6
Hours of Daylight 9.3 12.2 15.0 12.0
3.2.2 Topography
As discussed previously the Great Lakes basin forms part of the
Central Lowlands of North America where the topography has only a local
influence on climate. More than half of the land area of the basin is
less than 1,000 feet above sea level. The most prominent land feature is
the rim of the eastern boundary of the basin where the Adirondack Moun—
tains rise about 3,700 feet above mean sea level.
South of the Adirondack Mountains are the Appalachian Mountains.
These topographic features are not an effective barrier to storms from
the east or the south, which may dump large amounts of precipitation
into the basin.
3.2.3 Weather Systems
Alternating stable weather systems and storms continually move
across the Great Lakes basin resulting in variations in weather on a
day-to—day basis and marked weather changes between seasons.
The Great Lakes influence the storms to swing northeastward and
provide heat and moisture for their development and intensification over
the lakes. 0n the average, storms move across the basin once every four
days in January and once every eight days in July.
3.2.4 Influence of the Great Lakes
The water volume of the Great Lakes of about 5,500 cubic miles and a
surface area of about 95,000 square miles act as a vast reservoir for the
storage and exchange of heat energy and mass with the atmosphere. As the
annual water surface temperature range is half that of the air temperature
A-18
 
   
and lags the latter by up to three months, the lakes significantly
moderate the temperature regime of the adjacent land areas.
This effect
is pronounced during the winter, when lake surface temperatures may be up
to 30°F warmer than mean air temperatures.
This results in high winter
lake evaporation.
This moisture is carried over the land and results in
areas of heavy snowfall downwind of each of the lakes.
This effect is
reduced when the lake surface becomes ice covered.
3.3 Temperature
There is a-large range of temperature in the basin.
The highest
temperature
ever
recorded
in the basin
was
116°F
at
Collegeville,
Indiana,
but
extremes
of
108°F have been
measured
as
far north
as Atikokan,
Ontario.
The
lowest
temperature
was
—6l°F
recorded at
White
River,
Ontario.
Temperatures
below
—40°F have
never been
recorded
in the
southern
portion
of the
basin.
The January
mean
temperature
varies
from
about
-2°F
in the
north to about
28°F
in the
south.
The
July
mean
temperatures
vary
from
about
64°F
north
of
Lake
Superior
to
about
74°F
south
of
the
western
end
of
Lake
Erie.
Figure
A—7
shows
the
temperature
regimes
for
selected
stations
in
the
basin.
The
maximum
average
January
daily
rangeof
temperature
is
greater
than
26°F
along
the
northeast
limits
of
the
Lake
Superior basin.
Areas
adjacent
to
the
lakes
have
smaller
January
average
daily
temperature
ranges
in
the
order
of
14°.
In
July
the
maximum
average
daily
temperature
ranges
in
excess
of
28°F
occur
inland
at
higher
elevations.
This
results
in
a
pronounced
temperature
gradient
landward
from
the
lakeshores
with
a
small
range
of
daily
temperature
near
the
shore.
The
mean
annual
temperature
for
the
basin
for
the
1931-1960
period
is
43°F
ranging
from
32°F
to
51°F
depending
primarily
on
the
latitude.
3.4 Solar Radiation
The
conversion
of
water
from
liquid
or
solid
state
to
vapour,
one
of
the
main
transfer
processes
of
the
hydrologic
cycle,
uses
the
energy
from
the
sun.
In
an
average
year
the
Great
Lakes
basin
receives
energy
through
solar
radiation
at
a
rate
of
330
langleys
(gm.cal./sq.cm.)
per
day.
The
seasonal
variation
is
closely
relatedto
the
latitudinal
gra-
dients
of
length
of
day
andelevation
angle
of
the
sun.
The
daily
maxi—
mum
is
received
in
June
(about
530
langleys)
and
the
minimum
in
December
(about 105 langleys).
Solar
radiation
has
large
local
variations
because
of
the
presence
of
urban
areas,
which
produce
atmospheric
turbidity.
Near
the
lakes
more
clouds
are
produced
during
the
fall
and
winter,
when
water
temperatures
are
higher
than
air
temperatures,
resulting
in
less
solar
radiation.
3.5 Atmospheric Humidity
The
vapour
pressure
is
indicative
of
the
water
content
of
the
air.
It
shows
only
small
changes
with
short
time
intervals
and
small
distances.
Table
A-6
illustrates
the
seasonal
and
diurnal
variations
over
the
basin.
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TABLE A-6
MEAN MONTHLY VALUES OF VAPOUR PRESSURE (MILLIBARS) FOR SELECTED MONTHS
BASED ON AVERAGES FOR SYNOPTIC HOURS 0100, 0700, 1300 AND 1900
EST (1957-1966) FROM 50 STATIONS IN THE GREAT LAKES REGION
Time
gE.S.T.) January April July October
0100
2.9
6.3
16.2
8.5
0700
2 7
6.2
16.4
8.2
1300
3.0
6.8
16.7
9.0
1900
3.0
6.7
16.8
8.9
Mean Daily
2.9
6.5
16.5
8.6
As can be seen from the above table,
diurnal variations in vapour
pressure
are small.
The higher afternoon temperatures increase evapora-
tion and cause an increase in vapour pressure.
Low temperatures toward
dawn result in lower evaporation with
lower vapour pressures,
and often
condensation occurs with lower vapour pressures at this time.
In general,
the vapour pressure has a north—south gradient over the Great Lakes basin
with
the
lowest values
to the
north
of
Lake
Superior and
the highest
values
near the
southern basin boundary.
The pattern
of vapour pressure
over the lakes
is influenced by the evaporation from and condensation on
the lakes.
The pattern is distorted over the lakes and on their lee
shores.
3.6 Precipitation
Precipitation
in
the
form of rain,
snow and
condensation
is
the
source of all water
(except diversions) which supplies the Great Lakes.
Figure
A-8
shows
the
areal
mean
distribution
of precipitation on
the
Great Lakes basin.
The mean annual station precipitation across the
Great Lakes basin ranges from less than 28 inches northwest of Lake
Superior to
a maximum
of
52
inches
in the
Adirondacks
east
of Lake
Ontario in New York State.
One
of the
characteristics
of
the
climate
of
the
Great
Lakes
region
is the small seasonal variation in precipitation.
The area north and
west
of Lake
Superior
has
a seasonal
change
from
summer precipitation
maximum
to winter
precipitation minimum
averaging
about
20
to
30 per-
cent
of
the
summer
values.
The
relative
amount
of winter
to
summer
precipitation
increases
from northwest
to southeast
across
the
Great
Lakes
basin.
Downwind
of the
lakes where
large
snowfalls
from
lake-effect
storms
occur
in winter
and summer convective
showers
are
suppressed,
the
winter precipitation
often
exceeds
that
of
summer.
Snowbelt
areas
down-
wind of
Lakes
Superior
and Huron have
20 to
30 percent
more
winter
preci-
pitation
than
summer
precipitation.
Similar
snowbelt
areas
southeast
of Lakes
Erie
and
Ontario have
less
predominance
of winter
precipitation
since
higher
elevations
and
southern
latitudes
result
in
more
summer
rainfall
over
the
Allegheny
and
Adirondack
Plateaus.
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Figure A-9
LAND RUNOFF -SEASONAL DISTRIBUTION
PERIOD OF RECORD 1950-1966
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Figure A-10
GREAT LAKES DRAINAGE BASIN MEAN RUNOFF
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rom
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h c
ont
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run
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lak
es
was
des
cri
bed
in
Sec
tio
n 4
.2.
It
is
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sec
tio
n t
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he
hyd
rol
ogy
of
the
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er
are
as
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but
ary
lan
d a
reas
.
For
the
lak
e s
urf
ace
s t
he
hyd
rol
ogi
c e
qua
tio
n c
an
be
wri
tte
n:
I + RL + P - E — O + D = A5 A4.3
where I is the inflow from the upstream lake
:
6
is the surface and groundwater runoff from
the land tributary to the lake (see Section 4.2)
is the.precipitation on the lake surface
is the evaporation from the lake surface
is the outflow from the lake through its natural outlet
c
o
m
”
:
is the diversion, positive if into the lake,
negative if out of the lake
AS is the change in storage as indicated by a change in
the water level of the lake.
This equation which applies to each of the Great Lakes is normally used
for a time unit of one month.
Equation A4.3 shows that the source of all water to the Great Lakes
is precipitation whether it is inflow from the upstream lake, the runoff
from the land or precipitation on the lake. The water supply from the
small diversion into Lake Superior is from the same source precipitation.
However, while the water is resident in the lake, some is lost by evapo—
ration. Table A-lO shows the relative magnitudes of the sources and
losses as percent of the average outflow for a 16—year period of October
1950 to September 1966. From this table it can be seen that the
precipitation on the large lake areas of the upper lakes represents
large volumes of water. However, it is mostly lost by evaporation from
the lake surfaces except onLake Superior. The runoff from the land
areas of the upper lakes (SuperiOr and Michigan-Huron) is a significant
source of supply whereas, on the lower lakes (Ontario and Erie), the
flow from the upstream lake is the principal source of water supply. It
should be noted that the table shows that some of the water supply is
unaccounted for in Lakes Superior, Michigan—Huron and Erie as a result of
lack of precision in the measurement of the various components of the
water supply. The change in storage (AS) term over the period (1950—1966)
is considered to be zero.
A—SS
 TABLE A—lO
DISTRIBUTION OF AVERAGE WATER SUPPLY T0 LAKE IN PERCENT OF AVERAGE OUTFLOW
(1950-1966)
Lake Superior Lakes Michigan-Huron Lake Erie Lake Ontario
 
Inflow from up-
stream lake (I)
0
46
86
86
Precipitation on
lake surface (P)
88
59
12
8
t
Evaporation from
lake surface (E)
—55
—57
-13
—7
i
Net
(P-E)
+33
+ 2
— 1
+1
Runoff from land
basin (RL)
62
49
12
13
Percent of total
;
outflow accounted for
95
97
97
100
Percent unaccounted
i
for
5
3
3
0
E
TOTALS
100
100
100
100
g
The two characteristics of an unregulated lake which respond to
changes in supply
(see equation A4.3)
are the change in storage or change
in level and the outflow.
In any lake or reservoir,
if the total inflow
is greater than the total outflow, the level will rise.
If the outflow
is greater than the inflow,
the level will fall.
In the case of an
unregulated lake with natural outlet the outflow varies with the level.
When the level is high, the depth of water at the outlet is high and the
flow of the outlet river is increased.
For low levels the converse is
9
true.
Under natural outlet conditions as the water supply to the lake
changes due to an increase or decrease in its various hydrologic compo—
nents, principally precipitation and evaporation over land and lake, the
lake level and outflow will similarly increase or decrease tending to
restore an equilibrium between the supply and the outflow.
Under regula-
tion, the high levels can be lowered a limited amount by increases in
outflows up to the maximum capacity of the outlet channels for a given
level.
Similarly, regulation assumes some form of structure in the out-
let channel which will permit reductions in outflows to maintain levels
in times of low water supply.
4
.
.
4.3.1 Water Supplies
Since the water supplies to the lakes are the quantities of water
which are available for management, several studies of their use in fore—
casting for regulation and the relative importance of their various
components have been undertaken as part of the international studies of
Great Lakes levels.
However, over the period of record of the levels of
the lakes, all of the factors affecting the water supplies have not been
measured.
Therefore, it has been necessary to derive water supply data
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Lakes are not readily available.
Net total supplies vary seasonally, being generally higher in the
spring and summer months. The range of monthly supplies is shown in
Table A—ll as an average flow for one month.
TABLE A-ll
MONTHLY NTS VALUES
(CPS—Months)
Lake Average Maximum Minimum Bange
Superior 76,000 359,000 — 95,000* 454,000
Michigan-Huron 183,000 594,000 — 86,000* 680,000
Erie 198,000 343,000 95,000 248,000
Ontario 232,000 382,000 136,000 246,000
*
Negative values indicate that evaporation from the lake surface is
greater than the total amount of water supplied to the lake.
The monthly net total supplies tabulated werecalculated from equation
A4.3.2 with constant diversions of 5,000 cfs in Lake Superior and 3,200
cfs out of Lake Michigan for the study period 1900—1967.
Net basin supply, which is defined as the net amount of water fur-
nished to a given lake from its own basin, provides an integration of the
response of the land and lake basins to changes in precipitation and
A—35
,evaporation. Therefore, studies of these supplies are necessary to
develop the forecast and similation methods necessary for regulation
studies. The historical record provides a base for such studies. In
regulation studies the net basin supplies of the period of record plus
the inflow from the upstream lake (in total the net total supply) are
used to determine whether desirable levels and flows can be produced by
any proposed regulation scheme. In forecasting (Section 6) for regula-
tion, the net basin supplies are used as the dependent variable to
establish forecast relationships.
Net basin supplies are also used to study the hydrologic elements
which make up the supply from the local basin of each lake. The net
basin supply represents the water which the lake receives from the local
land drainage basin plus the precipitation on the lake surface minus the
evaporation from the lake surface. The relationship of the net basin
supply to the hydrologic elements can be written as follows:
NBS = RL + P — E A4.3.3 4
or by substitution in the water balance relationship A4.3
NBS + I - O + D = AS A4.3.4
The symbols are as defined for equation A4.3.
The use of relationship A4.3.3 is limited since the over-lake values
of precipitation and evaporation are not readily available. Values of
net basin supply can also be determined from the net total supply as
follows:
NBS = NTS — I + D ' A4.3.s
From this relationship the net basin supply is dependent only on the
hydrologic elements on each basin and is independent of the diversions
from other basins. It should be noted that the net basin supply does not
include diversions or inflow from the upper lake. This accounts for the
differences between Table A—11 and A—12.
TABLE A-12
MONTHLY NET BASIN SUPPLIES
(CPS—Months)
 
.Lake Average Maximum Minimum ﬂange
Superior 71,000 354,000 -100,000* 454,000
Michigan-Huron
110,000
496,000
-193,000*
689,000
Erie 17,000 182,000 — 73,000* 255,000
Ontario 34,000 164,000 - 22,000* 186,000
.
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*
Negative values indicate that the evaporation rate from the lake
surface exceeds the amount of water supplied to the lake.
  
Section 5
LAKE LEVELS
5.1 General
The levels of the Great Lakes are a result of an integration of all
of the hydrologic factors which affect the land and lake surfaces of the
basin as well as the hydraulic characteristics of the connecting channels
and the St. Lawrence River. Lake level is the characteristic of the
lakes which most frequently affects man's use of these waters, since it
controls the shoreline use, navigation and influences the amount of hydro-
electric power which can be produced in the connecting channels and out—
let river. This section describes the measurement network and the
various hydrologic and hydraulic factors which affect the lake levels.
5.2 Measurement of Water Levels of the Great Lakes
The water surface elevations of the Great Lakes are recorded by
gauges located at strategic points on the lakes and their outlet rivers.
The agencies responsible for collection of these data are the Tides and
Water Levels Section, Marine Sciences Directorate, Department of
Environment for Canada and the Lake Survey Center, National Ocean Survey,
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, Department of Commerce
and Detroit District U.S. Army Corps of Engineers for the United States.
Most of the water level gauges used bythese agencies are float~activated
self—recording instruments. The water levels recorded are referred to a
common datum or level —- the International Great Lakes Datum (1955).
Elevations referred to this datum are expressed in feet above the mean
water level at Father Point, Quebec, Canada. The location of the prin—
cipal permanent lake gauges employed in this study is shown on Figure A-ll.
Earliest records date from 1859, but most of these gauges have periods of
record of about 25 years. Daily mean and monthly mean values are avail—
able for the gauges shown in Figure A—ll from the above—named agencies.
The lake levels for the period 1900—1973 used in this study for each
lake are published in Appendix 'B', Volume 2, dated 7 December 1973.
These were derived from data published by the above agencies.
5.3 Lake Water Level Variations
The levels of the Great Lakes are never constant. Short—term water
level variations are caused by persistent winds and pressure changes,
whereas long—term water level variations are caused by changes in lake
water volume. Many studies have beenmade to determine whether the long-
term water level variations from high to low and vice versa follow a
regular cycle. Other than the usually regular seasonal rise and fall, no
evidence for regular long—term cycles has been found.
5.3.1 Short Period Water Level Changes
Short period water level changes are usually less than a day in
A—37
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of energy for shore erosion. When superimposed on high water levels,
wind generated waves greatly increase the damage caused by erosion and
inundation.
Tides caused by astronomic forces occur on the Great Lakes. The
magnitude of these disturbances is in the order of a few inches or less.
Compared to other changes in the water levels they are small and can be
neglected.
Persistent strong winds tend to build up the level on the downwind
shore, reducing the level on the upwind shore. This effect, when
combined with the movement of a low pressure system, can cause a differ—
ential level over the length of a lake, such as Lake Erie, of over 12
feet.
The changes in levels due to waves, tides, wind and pressure cannot
be controlled by regulation. However, imposed on high water levels, these
effects can cause major erosion and flooding along the shores of the Great
Lakes. These effects are discussed in Appendix 'C'.
5.3.2 Long—Term Water Level Variations
Longer term variations in the levels of the Great Lakes are usually
caused by changes in water supply. The magnitude ofthese variations
during the 1900—1967 period are shown in Table A-13 as the range of stage
of the lakes. The factors affecting the water supplies to the lakes were
discussed in Section 4. The seasonal variation of the water levels ofthe
Great Lakes is a direct reflection of climate. From their lowest levels
in the winter the lakes rise as the winter rainfall and snowmelt of the
spring runoff empties into them. At this time, lake evaporation rates are
low. The evaporation from the land begins to increase and runoff to
decrease so that the water supply to the lake decreases. Lake surface
evaporation increases as the lake warms up during the summer. Increased
evaporation each summer combined with decreasing runoff from the land
areas result in declining lake levels since the inflow to the lake becomes
less than the outflow. This differential increases into the winter
months causing mid—winter low lake levels.
Any lengthy period of persistent high rainfall and low evaporation
over the several basins of the lakes results in higher lake levels.
Conversely, a persistent dry period with high evaporation and low rainfall
results in low lake levels. The lengths of such periods and the intervals
between them are variable. Regulation of the levels of the Great Lakes
attempts to reduce the range of level fluctuations resulting from these
variations in supplies.
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TABLE A—l3
*
VARIATION OF SURFACE ELEVATIONS OF THE GREAT LAKES
   
Mean Annual Range of Stage Total Range of Stage
Lake Feet Feet
Superior 1.1 3.8
Michigan—Huron
1.1
6.6
l
Eri
e
1,5
5.3
E
Ontario
1.9
6.6
!
*
Based on monthly mean values 1900—1967.
5.3.3 Crustal Movement
Long—term changes in lake levels are also related to the geology of
the basin. Geologists, in their study of the Great Lakes basin, have
discovered that uplift of several hundred feet has occurred in some
places in the area during the thousands of years since glacial times. i
The effects of this phenomenon on the water level regime of each of the
Great Lakes has been determined by the Canada—United States Coordinating
Committee on Great Lakes Basic Hydraulic and Hydrologic Data and docu—
mented in reports of that Committee. The effect of differential crustal
movement is not uniform; generally, the rates around Lakes Superior and
Ontario are greater than those around Lakes Michigan-Huron and Erie.
Since vertical movement studies are usually carried out by water level
records comparison, factors which may affect the accuracy of computed
movement rates include: changes in gauging sites; unstable vertical
control survey points; limitation of gauging and vertical control measur—
ing instruments and procedures; and local subsidence. Figure A—12 shows
estimated rates of upward differential movement in the Great Lakes basin.
 
The effects on water levels of differential crustal movement may be
better understood if the lakes are visualized as basins which are being
tilted by a gradual raising of their northeastern rims. As times goes
on, the water levels along shores that are situated south and west of
lake outlet are rising higher on these shores for a given water level
elevation. Similarly, water levels along the shores at localities north
and east of the outlet are receding with respect to the land.
5.4 Relationship between Channel Discharge and Lake Levels
The higher the lake level at the entrance to one of the connecting
channels, with a constant cross—sectional area of channel, the greater
the discharge of the channel. As a result of the large lake upstream
from the entrance to each channel, for all practical purposes, a linear
relationship exists between lake level and channel discharge under
natural conditions.
5.5 Natural Controls
At the present time only two lakes have natural outlet channels.
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are
Lakes
Michigan-Huron
and
Erie.
The
Lakes
Michigan—Huron
outlet
is
controlled
by
the
size
ofthe
channel
and
the
downstream
levels
on
Lakes
St.
Clair
and
Erie.
There
are
no
large
diversions
bypassing
this
system
of
channels.
On
the
average,
there
is
about
eight feet
of
fall
between
Lakes
Michigan-Huron
and
Lake
Erie.
This
fall
occurs
over
a
distance of about 80 miles.
Except
for
the
water
diverted
from
Lake
Erie
into
the
Welland
Canal
and
from
the
Niagara
River
into
the
New
York
State
Barge
Canal,
the
entire
outflow
from
Lake
Erie
passes
through
the
Niagara
River
to
upstream
Niagara
Falls
where
power
diversions
are
made
around
the
Falls.
5.5.1
Effects
of
Ice
Cover
and
Ice
Jams
As
the
ice
cover
forms
on
a
river,
in
areas
with
velocities
less
than
2.5
feet
per
second,
it
consolidates,
converting
the
open
channel
into
closed
channel
similar
to
a pipe
with
resultant
increases
in
head
loss.
However,
if
the
velocities
are
greater
than
2.5
feet
per
second
as
they
are
in
many
parts
of
the
connecting
channels
of
the
Great
Lakes,
generally
a
stable
ice
cover
cannot
be
maintained.
As
a
result,
ice
floes
which
flow
through
the
high
velocity
areas
tend
to
turn
up
on
end
or
submerge
under
the
head
of
the
stable
ice
cover.
When
this
happens
an
ice
jam
or
hanging
dam
forms.
This
results
in
a
constriction
in
the
channel,
and
the
outflow
may
become
seriously
reduced.
These
effects
can
occur
in
the
outlets
of
both
regulated
and
unregulated
lakes.
The
technique
used
to
minimize
the
chance
of
ice
jamming
and
formation
of
a
hanging
dam
is
to
reduce
the
flow
at
the
onset
of
ice
formation
so
that
the
velocities
are
lowered
in
the
critical
sections
of
the
river
to
allow
a
consolidated
smooth
ice
cover
to
form.
However,
a
control
or
regulating
structure
must
be
available
in
the
river
in
order
to
utilize
this technique.
5.5.2 Aquatic Growth in Channels
The
increased
nutrient
content
of
surface
waters
has
resulted
in
increased
vegetative
growth
in
the
waters
of
the
lakes.
In
shallow
areas
of
less
than
10
feet
in
depth,
heavy
bottom
growth
increases
hydraulic
roughness,
which
in
turn
reduces
the
channel
capacity.
This
condition
exists
in
the
Niagara
River
which
has
large
areas
of
relatively
shallow
water.
This
effect
may
amount
to
as
much
as
10,000
cfs
during
the
period
June
to
September.
In
the
other
connecting
channels,
small
weed
retardations
may
occur,
but
insufficient
data are
available
to
confirm these effects.
5.6 Artificial Influences
Man
in his
desire
to better utilize
the
connecting channels
of the
Great
Lakes,
has
made improvements
for navigation,
built
regulation
works
and hydroelectric
power generating
stations.
Bridges
and shore
structures
have
also been
built.
These
alterations have
changed the
natural
level-outflow
relationship
of the
lakes.
5.6.1 Navigation Channel Improvements
From the initial use of the Great Lakes system as a water route for
A-42
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settlers, changes have been made to provide improved channels for naviga-
tion. Because of regulation in the St. Marys and St. Lawrence Rivers,
channel enlargements have not changed the amount of outflow. However,
these channel improvements have permitted an expanded range of discharges
for given lake levels under regulation as well as providing 27—foot navi-
gation channels. In the St. Clair and Detroit Rivers, channel changes
have been made to provide greater navigable depths. These changes
including commercial gravel dredging have lowered Lakes Michigan—Huron
levels by 0.59 foot. Although there have been small changes in the
Niagara River belowBuffalo to accommodate the Black Rock Canal and
navigation channels in the Niagara River, it is considered that these
changes have not affected the capacity of the Niagara River.
5.6.2 Dredged Material Dumped for Compensation
As part of the dredging for the 27—foot navigable depth in the
St. Clair and Detroit Rivers, the rock spoil was placed to attempt to
compensate for the increased outflows which would result from the
deepened navigation channel. The channels of the St. Clair and Detroit
Rivers are the only connecting channels of the Great Lakes in which such
a project has been attempted. No international study has been made to
determine whether this objective has been accomplished.
5.6.3 Dykes and Sills
Dykes have been constructed both in the lower St. Clair River and
along some of the channels of the Detroit River. These were designed as
compensating measures and for disposal of dredged materials. Although
submerged sills have been proposed for the upper St. Clair River to
compensate for increased channel capacity resulting from dredging to
deepen the channels, these sills have not been constructed pending
agreement (between the two countries) as to the hydraulic effects of the
dredging.
5.6.4 Bridges
The International Railway Bridge at Sault Ste. Marie was built
immediately downstream of the compensating works which control the outlet
of Lake Superior. The piers of this bridge cause a small backwater
effect on the control structure. This effect is taken into account in
the calculation of the flow through the compensating works.
5.6.5 Fills
Although fills have been made in the connecting channels for
Adisposal of dredged materials and land reclamation, no in—depth studies
have been made to determine their effects on the hydraulics of the
connecting channels of the Great Lakes.
5.6.6 Regulation Works
Regulation works are located in two of the outlet channels of the
Great Lakes. These are the compensating works and hydroelectric generat-
ing stations at Sault Ste. Marie, regulating Lake Superior and the
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international
hydroelectric
generating station
at Cornwall,
Ontario,
Long
Sault
Dam
near
Massena,
New
York,
and
Iroquois
Dam
near
Iroquois,
Ontario
regulating
Lake
Ontario.
The
works
at
the
head of
the St.
Marys
Rapids
at
Sault
Ste.
Marie
were
built
to
compensate
for
diversions
for
hydro—
electric
power
on
both
sides
of
the
river.
0f
the
structures
in
the
St.
Lawrence
River,
the
international
hydroelectric
generating
station
is
the
principal
regulating
structure.
These
works
were
completed
in
1958.
5.6.7 Diversions
There
are
four
diversions
in
the
Great
Lakes
system;
two
increase
the
supply
to
the
Great
Lakes,
one
decreases
the
supply,
and
the
other
by-passes
the
natural
outlet
river.
Waters
are
diverted
from
the
Albany
River
basin,
part
of
the
James
Bay
drainage,
via
the
Long
Lake
and
Ogoki
Diversion
Project
into
Lake
Superior
basin.
These
projects
commenced
operation
in
1939
and
1943,
respectively,
and
have
increased
the
water
supply
of
the
Great
Lakes
system
and
thus
its
water
levels.
During
the
period
1943
through
1970
the
sum
of
these
diversions
has
averaged
about
5,000
cfs.
Since
1848,
water
has
been
diverted
at
Chicago
from
Lake
Michigan
into
the
Mississippi
River
basin,
averaging
about
500
cfs
until
1900
and
g
thereafter
increasing
progressively
until
a
maximum
annual
average
of
:
about
10,000
cfs
was
reached
in
1928.
The
diversion
then
decreased
progressively
to
an
average
of
3,100
cfs
by
1938,
in
accordance
with
a
1930
decree
of
the
United
States
Supreme
Court.
From
1939
to
1952
the
T
diversion
was
maintained
at
an
annual
average
of
about
1,500
cfs
which
with
domestic
pumpage,
averaging
about
1,600
cfs,
resulted
in
a
total
mean
annual
diversion
of
about
3,100
cfs.
From
1953
to
1970,
with
few
exceptions,
the
mean annual
diversion has
been
about
3,300
cfs.
Effec—
tive March
1,
1970,
by
a decree
of
the
United States
Supreme
Court
dated
June
12,
1967,
the
maximum annual
allowable
diversion
from Lake Michigan
at
Chicago
is
3,200
cfs,
including
domestic
pumpage.
The accounting
period
is
a
12-month
term ending on the
last
day of February.
A period
of five
years
consisting
of the
current
annual
accounting period
and the
four previous
accounting periods is permitted, when necessary,
for
computing the average diversion.
The average diversion in any one
annual accounting period shall not exceed 110% of the maximum diversion
.permitted in the decree.
This diversion reduces the supply to the lower
Great Lakes system and thus
lowers the water levels in the downstream
system except for those in Lake Ontario which is regulated.
A fourth major diversion, which occurs within the system, is made
from
Lake
Erie
to Lake
Ontario
through
the
Welland
Canal.
This
diversion
for navigation
and power purposes
has
averaged
about
7,000
cfs
since
1950
and has
lowered
Lake
Erie
levels
and slightly
lowered
Lakes Michigan-Huron
levels,
since the latter have a minor dependence on the former.
The effect of the four major diversions on each of the lakes and
Montreal Harbour is shown in Table A-l4.
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TABLE A—14
MAJOR DIVERSIONS (AS OF 1970) AND THEIR ULTIMATE EFFECTS
ON THE LEVELS OF THE GREAT LAKES AND MONTREAL HARBOUR
 
(In Feet)
Average
Amount Lake * Lakes Lake Lake * Montreal
Diversion (cfs) Superior Michigan—Huron Erie Ontario Harbour
Long Lake. 5,000 0 +0.37 +0.23 0 +0.22
and Ogoki
Chicago 3,200 — —O.23 —0.14 0 -0.lS
Welland 7,000 - -0.10 —0.32 0 0
Canal
*
Regulation plans for these lakes have been designed to accommodate
the diversions.
5.6.8 Consumptive Use of Great Lakes Water
The term "consumptive use" refers to that portion of the water with-
drawn or withheld from the Great Lakes and not returned. For the purposes
of this study the diversion of water from Lake Michigan at Chicago is
excepted from this definition. It includes water utilized by crops,
incorporated into manufactured products, used in industrial processes,
consumed by man or livestock, or otherwise expended. The water so
consumed in any of the separate lake basins constitutes a reduction in
the net supply to that lake and therefore subsequently to each of the
downstream lakes. Generally the major portion of consumption results
from increased evaporation which takes place during use. Consumptive use
of water has been estimated under four withdrawal categories; thermal—
electric power generation, irrigation, industrial, and municipal and
rural water supply.
If the consumptive use were at a constant rate, the downstream lake
levels and outflows would eventually stabilize at reduced values. The
ultimate effects of the 1965 estimated rate of consumptive use on Great
Lakes water levels, if stabilized at that rate, are presented in Table
A—15. There is no sustained effect on the levels of Lakes Superior and
Ontario, because they are artificially regulated within given stage
limits. To operate within these limits, with a reduced water supply,
would require an average reduction in the outflow from each lake equal to
A—4S
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the accumulated consumptive use of water above its outlet. Thus, the
effects of consumptive use apply equally to regulated and unregulated
flows.
The rate of consumptive use ofwater within the Great Lakes water—
shed is not constant from year to year. It is expected, based on pro—
jected land uses, industry and power growths, and population increases,
that rates of consumptive use will increase from a total basin consump-
tive use of 2,300 cfs in 1965, to 6,000 cfs in 2000 and to 13,000 cfs in
  
2030.
TABLE A-lS
EFFECTS OF 1965 RATE OF CONSUMPTIVE USE OF WATER
EEEEEEBEiyg—yég- Ultimate Effect on
Individual Basin Cumulative Levels to Nearest
Lake (cfs) (cfs) 0.1 Foot
*
Superior 40 4O 0
Michigan-Huron 1,250 1,290 —0.1
Erie 680 1,970 —O.1
*
Ontario 300 2,270 0
Montreal Harbour — 2,270 -0.1
*
Due to these lakes being regulated.
5.7 Long—term Trends
Ice control through the use of ice booms and ice-breaking ships can
change the natural river regime. Floating ice booms are used to stabi—
lize the ice cover and winter hydraulic regime and prevent its deteriora—
tion through runs of broken ice which can create ice jams and large head
losses with reduced channel capacity. Ice breaking ships may break up a
stable ice cover which may result in near open-water conditions with
little reduction in channel capacity due to ice. These two factors can
be artificial influences on the hydraulics of the connecting channels of
the Great Lakes. If ice control continues during successive winters
Ireducing the natural ice retardation, it will have the long-term trend
of increasing the winter outflows in the connecting channels. Other
long—term trends may develop due to increased flow retardation by weeds
and consumptive use. However, insufficient data are available to deter—
mine whether the above activities have caused any measurable change in
the levels and flows of the Great Lakes.
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Section 6
FORECASTING STUDIES
6.1 General
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the
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presented herein.
6.2.1 Method 1
(2)
Usi
ng
the
rel
ati
ons
hip
dev
elo
ped
by
Mor
ton
tion (ER) is estimated as follows:
, the regional evapora—
ER
= (
l-a
)G
- 1
3p
A6.
1
whe
re
a i
s t
he
mon
thl
y m
ean
alb
edo
of
the
sur
fac
e o
f t
he
reg
ion
G is the total insolation per month in evaporation units
Ep is the potential evaporation of a region.
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Pot
ent
ial
eva
por
ati
on
of
a r
egi
on
is
com
put
ed
by
the
mod
ifi
ed
met
hod
of
Pe
nm
an
(5
)
as
pr
op
os
ed
by
Mo
rt
on
or
us
in
g
pa
n
ev
ap
or
at
io
n
da
ta
wh
er
e
available.
Tot
al
ins
ola
tio
n (
G)
is
est
ima
ted
usi
ng
the
fol
low
ing
rel
ati
ons
hip
for
bri
ght
sun
shi
ne
or
usi
ng
mea
sur
ed
rad
iat
ion
val
ues
whe
re
ava
ila
ble
.
G =
1.1
7 G
0 (
0.18
+ 0
.55
8/5
0)
A6.
2
where G0 is the extra atmospheric insolation
8/5 is the ratio of possible sunshine duration
0 (the ratio of the duration of bright sunshine to
the maximum possible bright sunshine).
The
fol
low
ing
met
eor
olo
gic
al
par
ame
ter
s a
re
use
d t
o e
sti
mat
e p
ote
n—
tia
l e
va
ora
tio
n E
by
the
mod
ifi
ed
met
hod
of
Pen
man
(5)
, a
s p
rop
ose
d b
y
Morton(2 . p
Mean monthly air temperature of the region (0F).
Mea
n m
ont
hly
min
imu
m a
ir
tem
per
atu
re
of
the
reg
ion
(0F)
.
Mea
n m
ont
hly
dew
poi
nt
tem
per
atu
re
of
the
reg
ion
(0F
).
Mean monthly wind speed (miles per hour).
Mean monthly possible hours of bright sunshine (percent).
Mea
n v
alu
es
of
the
se
par
ame
ter
s f
or
the
bas
in
are
dev
elo
ped
by
use
of
the Thiessen polygon method of area weighting.
The
wat
er
bal
anc
e o
f a
reg
ion
may
be
sim
pli
fie
d a
nd
wri
tte
n f
or
the
period of a month as
P -
ER
- R
= A
S
A6.
3
where P is the regional monthly precipitation
ER is the regional monthly evaporation
R is the regional monthly runoff
AS is the change in regional moisture storage
The
reg
ion
al
run
off
R a
nd
the
cha
nge
in
reg
ion
al
moi
stu
re
sto
rag
e
A8
are
rel
ate
d
sin
ce
AS
is
equ
al
to
the
cha
nge
in
soi
l
moi
stu
re
and
gro
und
wat
er
sto
rag
e a
nd
R h
as
a l
arg
e g
rou
ndw
ate
r c
omp
one
nt
on
a b
asi
n a
s l
arg
e a
s
one
of
the
con
tri
but
ing
bas
ins
of
the
Gre
at
Lak
es.
The
ref
ore
,
Wither5poonC4) assumed that
R +
AS
= M
R
A6.
4
where MR is the regional moisture
The
use
of
the
con
cep
t o
f r
egi
ona
l m
ois
tur
e i
s b
ase
d o
n t
he
rea
son
ing
tha
t i
t r
epr
ese
nts
, w
hen
pos
iti
ve,
the
moi
stu
re
sto
red
as
sno
w,
in
the
soi
l o
r a
s g
rou
ndw
ate
r a
s w
ell
as
the
moi
stu
re
mov
ing
tow
ard
the
bas
in
out
let
(R).
All
of
thi
s m
ois
tur
e w
ill
be
rel
ate
d t
o t
he
amo
unt
of
wat
er
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wh
ic
h
is
di
sc
ha
rg
ed
in
to
th
e
la
ke
.
Wh
en
ne
ga
ti
ve
,
th
is
va
lu
e
re
pr
es
en
ts
th
e
de
fi
ci
en
cy
in
so
il
mo
is
tu
re
,
wh
ic
h
mu
st
be
re
ch
ar
ge
d
be
fo
re
mo
is
tu
re
wi
ll
ag
ai
n
be
av
ai
la
bl
e
to
ru
no
ff
,
ov
er
an
d
ab
ov
e
no
rm
al
gr
ou
nd
wa
te
r
fl
ow
re
ce
ss
io
n.
Th
e
re
gi
on
al
mo
is
tu
re
co
nc
ep
t
al
lo
ws
th
e
us
e
of
th
e
nat
ura
l
lag
tim
e
of
the
bas
in
in
the
for
eca
st
per
iod
and
pro
vid
es
a r
egu
—
lar
eva
lua
tio
n o
f m
ois
tur
e c
ond
iti
ons
on
a r
egi
ona
l b
asi
s.
Bas
ed
on
equ
ati
ons
A6.
l,
A6.
3 a
nd
A6.
4,
the
reg
ion
al
moi
stu
re
may be computed
MR = P — (l—a)G — Ep A6.5
Equ
ati
on
A6.
5 c
an
be
use
d t
o e
sti
mat
e r
egi
ona
l m
ois
tur
e w
hen
reg
ion
al
eva
por
ati
on
is
equ
al
or
less
tha
n p
ote
nti
al
eva
por
ati
on.
Dur
ing
the
mon
ths
Nov
emb
er
thr
oug
h A
pri
l,
whe
n t
he
sur
fac
e i
s m
ois
t o
r s
now
cov
ere
d,
the
regi
onal
evap
orat
ion
equa
ls t
he p
oten
tial
evap
orat
ion
(ER
= Ep
)
according to Morton. Then equation A6.l becomes
(l-a)G
ER =T A6.6
and A6.5 becomes
M = p _ (l»a)G
R 2 A6.7
When snow is accumulating on the ground surface
P = P + P A6.8
where P is precipitation in the form of snow
PR is precipitation in the form of rain
when precipitation is accumulating as snow fromA6.7
_ lL-EE =
P8 2 sA A6.9
where SA is snow accumulated on ground per month in
inches of water and it is assumed that the
precipitation occurring as rainfall is
immediately available to runoff.
Then, for months when snow is accumulating, A6.7 becomes
PR = MR A6.10
For the months in which snowmelt normally occurs (March through May), the
accumulated snow (December through March), S is assumed to melt in March.
The heat used in this process is subtracted from that available for
evaporation and is computed by
_SAx80
SM — ——ziﬂ;—— A6.11
A-49
 where S is the heat required for snowmelt in evaporation
units and the constant 80 and 676 are the latent
heat of fusion of ice and the latent heat of
sublimation of ice, respectively.
The relationship used to calculate the regional moisture in months when
snow is accumulating and melting combines A6.7, A6.9 and A6.ll.
MR = 5A + P — 511%19 — SM A6.12
For each of the basins of the Great Lakes, it is assumed that snowmelt
will occur in the month that it has occurred, on the average, in the
past.
The assumed operation of the model is a simplification of the
processes of the water balance and snow accumulation and melt. It is
assumed that evaporation takes place from the snow surface and any rain—
fall which occurs during the period of snow accumulation is immediately
included in the regional moisture. Snowfall minus evaporation accumulates
until the month in which melt normally occurs depending on the basin.
Any snowfall occurring after this month is assumed to melt within the
month in which it occurs and contributes to the regional moisture.
Then, assuming that the regional moisture is equivalent to the
moisture excess, by keeping a month-by-month accounting of this value
during the year, the value frequently becomes negative indicating a
moisture deficiency. It is assumed that these negative values must be
recharged before any excess is available to runoff or groundwater re—
charge.
These positive values of MR can be routed to estimate the land run—
off to the lake. By assuming storage as directly pro ortional to out-
flow and uniform recharge in the time period, Dooge(1§ used linear ground-
water storage elements and, by integration, developed a routing equation
which, for the notation used here, can be written
= + _
Qn CO MRn + Cl MRn_1 C2 Qn l A6.13
where Q is the volume of outflow from the basin in
one month
n refers to the time period of one month.
This provides a linear relationship of regional moisture to the outflow.
To relate this outflow to the net local supply to the lake (S), it
has been previously stated that the net local supply is made up of two
elements, the land runoff and the precipitation difference on the lake
(P—E). This value (P—E) is estimated from a water balance of the lake
or estimates of precipitation and evaporation on the lake surface.
Therefore, it can be written
5 = Qn + (P-E)n A6.14
n
v
H
u
g
-
A
u
.
.
.
 Annual precipitation (1931—1960) for individual lake basins similarly
increases from west to east across the lakes; i.e., Superior averages 30.9
inches, Michigan 31.5 inches, Huron 32.0 inches, Erie 33.8 inches and
Ontario 34.5 inches. Table A—7 shows the seasonal and annual precipita—
tion maximums, minimums and means for each lake basin with an indication
of their variation from year to year.
TABLE A—7
PRECIPITATION FOR SELECTED MONTHS
FOR THE GREAT LAKES BASINS 1931—1960
(Inches)
January April July October Annual
  
ONTARIO
Maximum 4.61 4.23 5.75 7.99 43.06
Minimum 1.22 1.29 1.28 0.77 27.58
Mean 2.17 2.63 3.10 2.93 34.50
Standard Deviation (Inches) 1.04 0.67 1.06 1.53 3.60
Coefficient of Variation (%) 48 24 34 52 10
ERIE
Maximum 5.87 5.53 5.12 7.64 42.63
Minimum
1.06
0.93
1.53
0.80
24.88
Mean
2.54
3.14
3.06
2.64
33.80
Standard Deviation (Inches)
1.25
1.07
0.89
1.48
4.70
Coefficient of Variation (%)
49
34
29
S6
14
HURON
Maximum
3.99
3.94
4.46
6.04
39.03
Minimum
1.06
1.13
1.32
0.87
26.32
Mean
2.40
2.43
2.78
2.87
32.00
Standard Deviation (Inches)
0.61
0.75
0.71
1.36
3.20
Coefficient of Variation (%)
25
31
26
47
10
MICHIGAN
Maximum
3.33
5.28
6.00
5.98
37.82
Minimum
0.63
0.91
0.98
0.55
25.99
Mean
1.81
2.70
2.99
2.57
31.50
Standard Deviation
(Inches)
0.62
1.05
1.06
1.43
3.40
Coefficient of Variation (%)
34
39
35
56
11
SUPERIOR
Maximum
3.62
4.09
5.60
4.28
35.68
Minimum
0.94
0.71
1.25
0.59
26.30
Mean
2.06
2.18
3.08
2.55
30.90
Standard Deviation
(Inches)
0.67
0.84
1.00
1.05
2.50
Coefficient of Variation (%)
33
39
32
41
8
NOTE:
Values calculated by United States Army Corps of Engineers.
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Substituting from Qn from A6.13, A6.14 becomes
= + + + p_E
Sn C0 MRn C M C2 Qn_l ( )n
l Rn—l A6.15
but for the previous month
Sn-l = Qn-l + (P'E)n-1 A6.16
rearranging terms
Qn-l = Sn—l — (p-E)n—l
Substituting in A6.15
: + + .. _ + _
sn Co MRn Cl MRn—l C2 Sn—l C2 (p E)n-l (P E)n
A6.17
This relationship provides a basis for forecasting the net local supply
to the lake. Two of the terms for the forecast month MRn and (P-E) are
not known in advance and can be utilized when long range meteorological
forecasts are available.
From any given time period, it was considered desirable to be able
to forecast up to 12 months ahead; this means that for each of the lakes,
12 regression equations for each of 12 months would be required; that is
from January, it would be required to forecast supplies from February,
March, April....December, from February forecast March, April, May....
January, etc. The variables used in the forecasting were moisture excess,
the difference between precipitation and evaporation, and antecedent net
basin supply, all for the three previous months; a total of 9 independent
variables. Theregression equations were then determined by a step-wise,
least squares, linear regression program and were of the form
NBSt A
+ + +
AZNBSt_ A NBst_ ArNBSt_
1 1 3 2 3
+ + + +
ASMEt—l A6MEt-2 A7MEt—3 ASPEt—l
+ +
AQPEt-Z AlOpEt—S A6.18
where NBSt refers to the net basin supply to the lake in month t
MEt is the moisture excess in month t
PE is the difference, precipitation minus evaporation in
month t.
Any regression equation for which the coefficient of determination
was less than 0.5 was rejected as non—significant, and in all future
A-Sl
 steps the net basin supplies forecast by rejected equations were replaced
by the long—term means of the corresponding recorded net basin supplies.
The forecast net basin supplies for each lake obtained from the
regression equations were then routed through the Great Lakes system in
order to provide forecast lake levels.
The routing model is essentially
the same as that described by Pentland, Rosenberg and Cavadias(3).
Routing
throughthe regulated lakes is carried out by following the
regulation plans currently in operation.
Routing through the unregulated
lakes is complicated by the fact that outflows of Lakes Michigan—Huron
depend not only on the levels of that lake, but also on the levels of
Lake St.
Clair and,
to a lesser extent, on the levels of Lake Erie.
Routing through these lakes is, therefore, carried out by a series of
successive approximations using two separate slope—discharge relation—
ships.
6.2.2 Method 2
Using the relationship of Section 4.3.1, a mathematical model was
developed for forecasting the first month's net basin supply
(NBS)(10)
to
each of the Great Lakes.
The model consists of a multiple linear regres—
sion which employs precipitation and temperature of the current and
.
antecedent month as independent variables with net basin supply as the
.
dependent variable, i.e.
NBS = aP + bPA + CT + dTA + K
A6.19
where NBS estimate of average monthly supply to lake
from its own drainage basin (dependent
variable) in thousands of cubic feet per
second
P, PA = current and antecedent precipitation ‘
(independent variables) in inches g
2
T, TA = current and antecedent temperature 4
(independent variables) in degrees
Fahrenheit
a, b, c, d = coefficients of regression
K = constant of the equation.
The model developed for forecasting the subsequent months is based
on a time series analysis of the recorded net basin supply. In this
model, it was assumed that net basin supply over a given period is the
result of four subcomponents: (T) trend, (S) seasonal, (C) cycle and
(R) random fluctuations. By way of generalization, time series of
monthly net basin supply values may be described as the resultant force
of four factors, symbolized thus:
NBS = T x S x C X R A6.20
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where NBS
resultant net basin supply
T = trend value
S = seasonal value
C = cycle value
R = random fluctuations.
Here (T x S x C) represents the persistence components, and R represents
the random component of the net basin supply series.
Each of the above—mentioned forces is discussed briefly below:
TREND - Trend describes the long—term rise or decline tendency of the
net basin supplies in a given period. The trend line reveals the
regular and persistent movement of the supplies, ignoring short—term
fluctuations.
 
SEASONAL VALUE — Seasonal value describes the variations occurring within
a year that tend to recur from year to year with some consistent pattern,
depending largely on weather cycle.
CYCLE — Cycle describes an element of the time series that occurs over
long periods of time (high or low periods), but is not uniform in time
duration or amplitude.
RANDOM FLUCTUATIONS — Random or irregular fluctuations, which are
dependent on many seemingly chance factors, cannot be reduced to
definite rules and at times are largely responsible for extreme supply
conditions. Projection of the forces active in the time series into the
future is dependent on indices that were selected to represent these
forces. Currently, the extension of the date is determined from the
computed trend line, modified by the 18-month antecedent moving average
net basin supply; the cycle force is determined from the 12—month ante—
cedent precipitation; the seasonal force is assumed to be the average
monthly value for the period of record; and the random fluctuations are
assumed to have a factor of l.
The forecast of lake levels and outflows for each month of the 6—
month forecast for each of the Great Lakes is accomplished in Method 2
by following the steps outlined below:
(a) determine beginning—of—period lake levels for each lake;
(b) at the outset of the forecast period receive P, P , T and T ;
values for each lake, from U.S. National Weather Service (see equation
A6.3);
(c) convert them to numerical values to be utilized by equation
A6.3;
(d) obtain forecast NBS, for each lake, using equation A6.3 for the
first month of the forecast period;
A-53
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(e) obtain forecast NBS for each lake using trend relationship for
the second through sixth month of the forecast period;
(f) route the forecast NBS through the system. The routing model
employed in Method 2 is similar to that of Method 1.
6.3 Comparison of Methods 1 and 2
Tables A—16 to A—l8 contain a listing of the absolute average errors
and the maximum errors for the first through the sixth month, obtained
from testing Methods 1 and 2 over the period 1959-1967. The errors
obtained for Lake Ontario have not been included in the tables because
the levels of this lake are affected by weekly regulation decisions which
are not predictable.
Comparison of the two methods indicate that the error levels under
both methods are of the same magnitude; however, the maximum errors in
Method 2 are less.
6.4 Application of Forecasting to Regulation
Neither of the above methods were used in the Board's regulation
studies, since the basic data upon which the forecasts are based are
available only for a recent portion (less than 30 years) of the test
period (1900—1967). However, in order to evaluate the impact of fore-
casting on regulation, an analysis was carried out assuming perfect
forecasting capability for one to twelve months. Utilizing this perfect
foreknowledge of supplies, the effects on Lakes Superior, Michigan-Huron
and Erie were computed for each period, using Regulation Plan 80—901 for
Lakes Superior and Ontario. For example, under the 7—month forecasting
situation, Lake Superior is so operated to balance the forecast storage
on Lakes Superior and Michigan—Huron over the 7—month period. In a
strict sense, the results for different cases are not directly compar—
able, because the rate at which the balancing is achieved is related to
the length of the forecast period. However, the technique does provide
an approximate method for estimating the economic value of forecasts for
regulation.
6.4.1 Results
Table A—19 provides the results of the above analysis, compared
with the lake levels and dollar benefits on Lakes Superior, Michigan—
Huron and Erie that would occur underRegulation Plan 80—901. The table
demonstrates that no significant benefits can be obtained until a
forecasting capability of four months is attained with maximum benefits
being obtained in the sixth month.
6.5 Concluding Discussion
Table A—19 shows that benefits can be obtained from regulation
decisions based on a forecast if the forecast is accurate for at least
four months into the future. Present knowledge of the future climate
over the basin prevents the preparation of such a forecast. However,
present knowledge of hydrology permits the assessment of the hydrologic
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hing
the
lake
s is
a di
rect
resu
lt o
f pr
ecip
itat
ion
less
eva
por
ati
on
fro
m l
and
and
lak
e s
urf
ace
s.
The
wat
er
dis
cha
rge
d f
rom
the
lak
es
is
rel
ate
d t
o t
he
siz
e a
nd
hyd
rau
lic
cha
rac
ter
ist
ics
of
the
'
con
nec
tin
g a
nd
out
let
cha
nne
ls.
The
abi
lit
y t
o f
ore
cas
t t
he
wat
er
supplies to the lakes as a first step in their regulation is limited and
the
bene
fits
from
pres
ent
fore
cast
ing
tech
niqu
es a
re d
iffi
cult
to d
emon
s—
stra
te.
Howe
ver,
the
coll
ecti
on o
f hy
drol
ogic
and
mete
orol
ogic
data
rela
ted
to t
he w
ater
leve
l re
spon
ses
of t
he G
reat
Lake
s sh
ould
beim
prov
ed
so
tha
t t
his
inc
rea
sed
kno
wle
dge
can
con
tri
but
e t
o i
mpr
ove
d r
egu
lat
ion
decisions.
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TABLE A—16
DEVIATION OF FORECAST FROM MEASURED WATER LEVEL
LAKE SUPERIOR
   
METHOD 1 METHOD 2
Month Average Maximum Average Maximum
1 1.11 + .32 1.12 - .38
2 1.15 ‘ .46 1.15 + .56
3 1.16 ' .47 1.17 - .60
4 1.17 ' .51 1.19 + .57
5 1.16 + .54 1.20 - .93
6 1.18 + .51 1.20 + .54
TABLE A-17
DEVIATION OF FORECAST FROM MEASURED WATER LEVEL
LAKES MICHIGAN-HURON
METHOD 1 METHOD 2
Month Average Maximum Average Maximum
1 1.11 -1.72 1.14 + .53
2 1.18 -1.65 1.21 + .62
3 1.26 -1.62 1.31 -l.29
4 1.33 -1.51 1.37 -1.19
5 1.39 -1.45 1.45 -1.32
6 1.46 +1.44 1.49 -1.37
TABLE A-18
DEVIATION OF FORECAST FROM MEASURED WATER LEVEL
LAKE ERIE
METHOD 1 METHOD 2
Month Average Maximum Average Maximum
1 1.13 —1.44 1.18 + .71
2 1.20 -1.17 1.26 + .91
3 1.25 + .81 1.32 +1.05
4 1.30 + .86 1.37 +1.06
5 1.32 + .89 1.39 +1.15
6 1.33 + .83 1.41 +1.21
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TABLE
A—19
ESTIM
ATED
BENEF
ITS O
F PLA
N 80—
901 W
ITH P
ERFEC
T FOR
ECAST
S
Estimated Benefit
s of Plan SO—901
with Perfect Fore
casts of:
Economic Evaluati
on Case
80—901 1 Mo.
2 Mo. 3 Mo.
4 Mo. 5 Mo.
6 Mo. 9 Mo.
12 Mo.
 
—0.2
-0.3
-0.2
—0.1
0.0
Erie P
ower
+0.4
+0.3
+0.3
+0.3
+0.3
Superi
or Sho
re
—0.1
+0.3
+0.2
—0.1
—0.1
0 0
0.0
0
0
0 0
Michigan-
Huron Sho
re 0
.0 +0
.9 +0
.4 +0
.5 +0
.7 +0
.9
0
0
0 O
0 0
0
+0.3
+0.
-0.2 -O
+1.0 +1.
Sup
eri
or
Pow
er
+
4
.
Erie Shor
e
+0.1
+0.1
+0.1
+0.1
+0.1
+0.2
+0.2
-0.2
Naviga
tion
+0.8
+0.9
+0.9
+0.7
+1.1
+1.
+1.1
+1.1
+1.2
+1.9
+1.8
+1.8
+1.6
+2.3
+2.1
+2.4
+2.4
+2.4
+
O
M
O
N
H
O
0
0
0
0
0
Tot
al
(ex
clu
din
g
Lake O
ntario
)
A
-
5
7
Hydro
logic
Evalu
ation
Superior Levels
Mean
600.38
600.41
600.41
600.44
600.40
600.46
600.47
600.46
600.45
600.47
Maximum
601.91 602.00
601.89 601.89
601.89 601.90
601.97 601.98
602.02 601.98
Minimum
598.36
598.81
598.84
598.88
598.65
598.89
598.84
598.77
598.67
598.68
Michigan-Huron Levels
Mean
577.95
577.96
577.95
577.95
577.95
577.95
577.95
577.96
577.96
577.96
Maximum
580.91
580.64
580.62
580.60
580.53
580.62
580.60
580.60
580.54
580.54
Minimum
575.15
575.46
575.39
575.43
575.46
575.51
575.53
575.53
575.56
575.55
Erie Levels
Mean
570.60
570.61
570.61
570.61
570.61
570.61
570.61
570.61
570.61
570.61
Maximum
573.01
573.04
573.04
573.03
572.98
573.01
573.00
572.98
572.93
572.89
Minimum
567.95
568.14
568.14
568.14
568.15
568.16
568.17
568.18
568.18
568.16
 
 (l)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)
(9)
(10)
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Seasonal snowfall over the Great Lakes varies greatly from year to
year. The amount of snow to be expected during a normal winter varies
across the basin. Annual snowfalls of less than 20 inches are found to
the south of the lower lakes, while annual snowfalls exceeding 140 inches
occur in pockets east (downwind) and south of Lake Superior and east
(downwind) of Lake Ontario. Elevated areas east of Lake Huron experience
more than 100 inches during a normal winter. The amount of snowfall may
vary from 25 to 40 percent from the mean from year to year.
The snow—cover is a major contributor to spring runoff to the lakes.
A determination of the water equivalent of the snow—cover is an important
factor in forecasting water levels of the lakes. In general, the most
significant snow—covers accumulate in the northern portions of the basin
and where the heaviest snowfalls occur in the lee (downwind) of the lakes.
E
3.6.1 Intensity of Precipitation
Intensity of precipitation is an important factor when considering L
the hydrology of small watersheds. However, the basins of the Great %
Lakes are so large and the time lags in the lakes so great that the
intensity of precipitation is not a major factor in the response of the
levels of the lakes. In general, precipitation intensity increases from
north to south mainly because of more frequent occurrences of summer
convective air mass precipitation in the southern latitudes. The res—
ponse of lake levels to extremely heavy rainfalls on the land areas is
related to the relative wetness of the basin at the time of occurrence.
3.6.2 Over—Lake Precipitation
 
Over—lake precipitation represents a large and immediate supply of
water to the Great Lakes since about one third of the Great Lakes basin
area is lake surface. At the present time there are no continuous measure-
1
ments of precipitation over the lakes, although the few measurements which
are available indicate that it is slightly more than over land areas.(7)
To obtain estimates of over-lake precipitation, measurements of precipita—
tion at land stations on or near the lake shores were extrapolated over
the lake surface.
3.7 Evaporation
Evaporation is influenced by the climatic characteristics of solar
radiation airmass temperature, humidity and wind. It occurs from both
land and water surfaces of the Great Lakes basin and a large proportion
* of the water supplied by precipitation is lost through evaporation from
these surfaces.
3.7.1 Over-Land Evaporation
More than half the annual precipitation which falls on the land
basin is lost by evaporation. Using estimates of average basin precipi—
tation and runoff for the years 1935 to 1964, evaporation from the land
was calculated by the water balance, assuming that the net storage
change and the groundwater flow directly into the lake over this period
is negligible. Table A—8 shows estimates of over-land evaporation for
each basin calculated from the water balance.
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TABLE A—8
MEAN ANNUAL EVAPORATION (INCHES) FROM LAND PORTIONS
OF THE GREAT LAKES BASIN AS DETERMINED BY THE WATER BALANCE EQUATION
1 2 3 Evaporation
Lake Basin Precipitation Runoff Evaporation Precipitation
 
g
s
—
w
Superior 29.4 13.9 15.5 53
Michigan 31.3 11.2 20.1 64
Huron 31.2 13.5 17.7 57
Erie 33.7 11.7 22.0 65
Ontario 34.1 15.5 18.6 55
1. 1935—1964 average as calculated from U.S. Lake Survey data.
2. 1935—1964 average from (7).
3. Precipitation minus runoff.
3.7.2 Over—Lake Evaporation
There is no direct means of measuring over—lake evaporation.
Several estimates using energy balance, water balance and empirical mass
transfer relationships have been obtained for each lake. These estimates
are shown in Table A—9. Although the estimates do not agree because of
the variety of methods and periods of record used, they do indicate that
evaporation is least in the spring (sometimes condensation occurs) when
the lakes are cold relative to the air above them and is greatest in the
fall and early winter when the lakes are warm relative to the air above
them. The water balance evaporation is of a similar magnitude to the
precipitation (as determined from land station data) on all the surfaces
of the Great Lakes except on Lake Superior where it is considerably
less.
3.8 Wind
Wind is of interest in any study of the hydrology of the lakes since
it influences the evaporation from land and water surfaces. The speed,
direction and frequency of winds at a given location are a reflection of
the passage of weather systems and the local exposure.
In winter, the winds over the Great Lakes are generally westerly
with northwest winds prevailing in the north and southwesterly in the 1
south. Summer winds tend to blow from the west and south. ‘
Wind speeds are greatest in the spring and fall. Summer winds are
generally more variable in direction and less variable in speed than
winter winds. Winds also affect lake levels and flows in the connecting
channels and are one of the forces which influence the circulation in
the lakes. These wind effects are generally of short duration and cannot
be altered by regulation. However, when choosing design limits for levels,
these effects on both high and low levels mustbe taken into account.
A-25
 
 TABLE A-9
COMPARISON OF ESTIMATES OF EVAPORATION FROM THE GREAT LAKES (inches)
LAKE
ONTARIO
ERIE HURON SUPERIOR MICHIGAN
ENERGY WATER MASS WATER MASS MASS MASS MASS
METHOD BUDGET BUDGET TRANSFER BUDGET TRANSFER TRANSFER TRANSFER TRANSFER
Richards
Richards Richards Richards
AUTHOR Anderson Rosenberg Witherspoon Kohl er Snyder Irbe Derecki Snyder Irbe Snyder I rbe Snyder Irbe Snyder
1961 1959 1966 1959 1960 1969 1964 1960 1969 1960 1969 1960 1969 1970
JANUARY 4.9 3.2 2.2 3.1 3.1 3.8 1.9 2.6 2.2 3.1 4.7 3.0 4.6 3.0
FEBRUARY 3.5 2.3 1.1 2.5 2.7 2.9 0.8 1.9 1.6 2.8 3.5 2.5 3.6 2.6
MARCH 2.0 0.8 0.6 2.2 1.7 1.7 0.8 1.1 0.5 1.7 1.8 1.9 2.3 1.7
APRIL 0.2 0.8 0.1 1.0 0.6 —0.7 0.0 0.5 -1.2 0.5 -0.3 0.7 0.6 0.4
MAY -0.7 0.5 -0.1 0.0 ~0.6 0.4 0.4 0.7 2.3 -0.6 0.0 -0.6 0.4 —0.8
JUNE 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.1 1.2 1.9 3.0 -1.1 -0.8 -2.4 -1.4 —1.2
JULY 4.6 1.8 2.2 2.3 2.3 1.9 3.6 3.7 2.8 1.3 0.2 -4.0 -3.2 1.2
AUGUST 3.5 4.0 3.8 2.8 4.0 3.2 5.5 4.8 4.4 3.4 2.0 -0.2 -1.6 3.1
SEPTEMBER 4.0 4.2 4.7 3.8 4.2 4.3 6.4 4.9 5.6 3.8 3.4 2.2 1.3 4.0
OCTOBER 3.7 24.6 5.4 3.2 3.2 3.6 5.5 4.3 6.2 3.2 4.5 2.5 2.5 3.4
NOVEMBER 4.3 4.4 3.9 2.6 2.6 3.5 4.7 2.7 5.4 2.6 4.6 2.6 4.1 2.8
DECEMBER 4.2 4.4 3.7 2.9 3.0 3.5 2.8 3.6 3.0 3.2 4.6 3.2 4.8 3.0
ANNUAL 34.2 31.2 27.6 26.6 26.9 28.2 33.6 32.7 35.8 23.9 28.2 11.4 18.0 23.2
NEGATIVE VALUES INDICATE CONDENSATION
 
Winds are the driving force for waves, which cause shore erosion
and inundation. These problems are discussed in Appendix 'C' Shore
Property.
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Section 4
HYDROLOGY OF LAND AND LAKE
4.1 General
As previously indicated in Table A—8, less than half of the water
which falls as precipitation on the land surfaces tributary to the Great
Lakes actually reaches the lake. However, all of the precipitation
which falls on the lake surfaces contributes to the gross water supplies.
4.2 Hydrology of Land Basins Tributary to the Great Lakes
Precipitation which falls on the land surface moves through
several storages during which time some precipitation is lost to evapora—
tion. During freezing weather the precipitation accumulates on the
surface as snow which is stored until warmer weather causes snowmelt. If
there is more water available at the surface from snowmelt or rainfall
than can move into the soil, the water will move over the surface as run-
off to surface water storages in lakes or swamps orto streams. Some
water moves through the soil surface replenishing soil moisture (which
plants use as a water supply). When the soil moisture is recharged the
remainder of the precipitation moves to groundwater storage. Groundwater
storage is the source of springs which, with the outflow from the surface
storage in lakes and swamps, provides the dry weather flow for streams.
The rainfall during the fall and spring months and snow accumulation
during the winter provide the major portion.of the water contributed
from the land areas to the lakes.
For the land basins of the Great Lakes the relationship of precipi—
tation, evaporation, runoff and storage can be expressed by the hydrolo-
gic equation:
PL — EL — RL = ASL A4.2
where P is precipitation on land surface
E is evaporation from land and plant surfaces
R is the tributary stream and direct groundwater
runoff to the lake from the land area
AS is the change in storage on land area as snow
on the ground, surface water, soil moisture and
groundwater storages.
Precipitation on the land surface and evaporation from land and
plant surfaces was discussed in Section 3. The relationship of ground-
water, physiography and man—made storages to runoff are discussed in the
following paragraphs.
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Groundwater contributes to the inflow to the lakes as a major contri-
bution to the low summer flow of the tributary streams and as a direct
inflow from the shores of the lakes. However, it is generally assumed,
based on the limited data available, that the quantities of groundwater
flowing directly into the lakes is small and within the range of error
of measurement of the water supplies to the lakes. The basis for this
assumption is the nature of the surface materials and the deep deposits
in the basin. The surface materials are glacial till and are heteroge—
neous with few extensive aquifers which might yield large quantities of
water. Although some areas are underlain by porous limestone and sand—
stone bedrock which do yield large quantities of water, the orientation
of these formations is such that large interbasin water movements are
unlikely. However, little is know about basin—wide groundwater movement.
As a result no conclusion as to the significance of the contribution of
groundwater to the water supplies ofthe Great Lakes can be made.
4.2.1 Effect of Physiography on Runoff
The physiography influences runoff since increased precipitation
and lower evaporation which occur over higher land elevations result in
higher runoff. The runoff distribution in time is determined by the
nature of the storages on the basin. These storages are dependent on
such physiographic characteristics of the land as surface shape, soils
and groundwater bearing materials. Surface storage, soil moisture and
groundwater determine the base flow characteristics of the streams
draining the land areas adjacent to the lakes. These characteristics
vary fromrelatively steep areas with shallow soils with many lakes
where high base flows occur to flat areas of heavy clay soil where low
base flows occur.
4.2.2 Storage Reservoirs on Tributaries
The flows of most of the tributaries to the Great Lakes have been
regulated more or less at some time during the period of record. During
and following settlement of the Great Lakes basin, particularly in the
late eighteen hundreds and early nineteen hundreds, most streams with
adequate fall had grist and saw mills which used the streamflow as a
source of energy. Because of their load requirements these mills
regulated the streams to some extent. As further settlement took place
and the development of large sources of hydroelectric power increased,
these small mills fell into disuse. Storage development has continued
on tributary streams for hydroelectric power and for flood control.
Most
hydroelectric development has taken place on the rivers of the Precam—
brian Shield where concentrations of head were associated with natural
lakes which could be developed as reservoirs.
Flood control storage has
been developed in the upstream areas of streams draining the more densely
populated portions of the basin.
All of these storages, the operation of
which has developed over a period of years, tend to reduce the month—by-
month variability of streamflow by storing water in the spring for release
later in the year during normal low flow periods.
In the case of hydro—
electric power generation, some water is held until the winter months when
the high demand for electricity occurs.
An evaluation of the effect of
such regulation on the natural supplies to the Great Lakes was made as
part of this study.
It was concluded that the effect of the tributary
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 storages,
when
considered
in
terms
of
such
large
lakes
as
Superior
and
Michigan-Huron,
is
within
the
margin
of
error
of
the
lake,
water—level
measurements.
4.2.3
Time
Distribution
of
Land
Basin
Runoff
Each
of
the
land
basins
show
similar
average
runoff
characteristics
as
can
be
seen
in
Figure
A-9.
There
is
a
spring
seasonal
rise
due
to
snowmelt
followed
by
a
gradual
recession
until
the
following
fall
or
spring.
This
demonstrates
the
importance
of
the
storage
as
surface
water
and
groundwater
to
the
land
runoff
pattern.
For
the
upper
lakes,
Figure
A—9 shows
that
the
month
with
the
highest
runoff
is
May
on
Lake
Superior
and
April
on
Lakes
Michigan-Huron.
On
the
lower
lakes,
the
peak
runoff
occurs
in
March
on
Lake
Erie
and
in
April
on
Lake
Ontario.
These
peaks
are
attributable
to
the
accumulation
of
snow
during
the
winter
months
and
its
melting
in
the
spring.
Lakes
Erie
and
Ontario
demonstrate
a
tendency
to
higher
runoff
in
the
fall
and
winter
months.
This
is
a
result
of
the
fact
that
a
greater
proportion
of
the
precipita-
tion
during
these
months
occurs
as
rainfall
in
the
lower
lake
basins,
when
land
surface
evaporation
is
low.
Snowmelt
can
occur
during
any
winter
month
on
the
lower
lake
basins
whereas
on
the
upper
lakes
the
snow
cover
is
more
persistent.
The
variability
of
the
runoff,
as
demonstrated
by
the
standard
deviation,
is
greatest
during
snowmelt
and
during
fall
and
winter
months
mainly
because
of
the
variability
of
precipitation
distribution
between
rain
and
snow
during
these
months.
4.2.4
Areal
Distribution
of
Land
Basin
Runoff
In
Sections
3
and
4.2.1
the
relationships
of
climate
and
physio—
graphy
to
runoff
were
discribed.
This
is
reflected
in
Figure
A—lO
which
shows
the
mean
annual
runoff
distribution.
Precipitation
generally
increases
from
west
to
east
across
the
Great
Lakes
basin
and
the
runoff
follows
a
similar
general
pattern.
However,
precipitation
increases
from
north
to
south
whereas
runoff
decreases
in
that
direction.
This
anomaly
is
related
to
the
latitudinal
differences.
In
the
north
lower
evaporation
rates
result
in
higher
runoff.
It
should
be
noted
also
from
Figure
A—lO
that
areas
of
high
runoff
occur
in
the
lee
of
all
the
lakes.
These
areas
of
high
runoff
are
mainly
caused
by
snowmelt
of
the
heavy
snowfalls
resulting
from
the
lake
effect
storms.
4.2.5
The
Effect
of
Man's
Activity
on
the
Hydrology
of
the
Land
From
existing
knowledge
of
hydrology,
it
is
logical
that
man's
activities
of
clearing,
draining,
irrigating
and
urbanizing
have
changed
the
hydrologic
characteristics
of
the
land
areas,
particularly
in
the
Great
Lakes
lowlands.
Although
local
hydrologic
problems
have
resulted
from
these
activities,
most
of
these
changes
have
taken
place
gradually
over
150
years.
Since
hydrologic
records
are
available
only
for
the
recent
fifty
to
one
hundred
years,
the
total
effect
of
man's
activities
on
the
hydrology
of
the
land
basins
tributary
to
the
Great
Lakes
cannot
be quantified.
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